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REMARKS 



The Office Action reicce, under 35 U.S.C.§ 102, 01 claims ,2. 14-17, 

These rejections are respectfully traversed. 

Applicants assert Otube et al. fails to teach: 
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Grube et al. expressly iUustrates a distance relationship is determined in the resource controller 
without the communication units making the determination. The resource controller does not use 
the detection by one or more mobile stations of other mobile stations to which radio propagauon 
conditions are sufficiently good, as claimed in independent claim 5. However, while m Frg. 3, 
Grube et al. does disclose a first communication unit determining a distance between two 
communication units for operating in anew mode, this determination is not used by the resource 

controller. 

Furthermore, Grube et al. does not disclose detecting other radio mobile stations to which 
^ potion conditions are sufficiently good. Grube et al. only discloses detennining the 
distance between first and second radio communication units (201 , 301). This is not the 
determination of whether radio propagation conditions between a first mobile station and a 
second mobile station are sufficiently good. Even if two mobile stations have a distance 
relationship that is favorable to a predetermined threshold (202), such a distance does not 
guarantee radio propagation conditions that are sufficiently good. For example, environmental 
conditions, such as a wall or other obstacles between to mobile stations, affect radio propagation 
conditions and such environmental conditions often cause poor radio propagation conditions, 
regardless of a favorable distance relationship. 

Thus, Grube et al. fails to teach at one or more mobile stations of the radiotelephone 
system, detecting' other mobile stations to which radio propagation conditions are sufficiently 
good and at a base station, if the radio propagation conditions between the first mobile station 
and the second mobile station are sufficiently good, instructing the first mobile station and the 
second mobile station to establish direct communication as recited in independent claim 5. 

With respect to claims 14 and 17, Mauney et al. fails to make up for the deficiencies of 
Grube et al. and such is not asserted by the Office Action. 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully submit that independent claims 5, 14, and 17 define 
patentable subject matter. The remaining claims depend from the independent claims and 
therefore also define patentable subject matter. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request the 
withdrawal of the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102 and 35 U.S.C. § 103. 
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Applicants respectfully submit 
consideration and prompt allowance 



this application is in condition for allowance. Favorable 
of claims 5-17 and 19 are earnestly solicited. 

Should the B^^*«^^^»< M *^*? mm t . 

undersigned representative at the telephone number listed below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to deduct any fees arising as *^«*» 

other communication from or to credit any overpayments to Deposit Account 



Amendment or any 
No. 50-2117. 



Dated: April 2, 2007 



Please send correspondence to: 

Motorola, Inc. 

Intellectual Property 

600 North U.S. Highway 45 

Libertyville, IL 60048 



Respectfully submitted, 




Phone No. (847) 523-2585 
Fax No. (847)523-2350 
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